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It is not only intelligible, but absolutely necessary,
that all sciences have excluded both the standpoints of
feeling and of phantasy. They are sciences for that very
reason, Hut how docs it stand with psychology? If it
is to he regarded as a science, it must do the same. But
will it then do justice to its material? Every science
ultimately seeks to formulate and express its material in
abstractions; thus psychology could, and indeed does,
lay hold of the processes of feeling, sensation, and phantasy
in the form of intellectual abstractions, This treatment
certainly establishes the right of the intellectual-abstract
standpoint, but not the claims of other quite possible
psychological points of view. These other possible stand-
points can obtain only a bare mention in a scientific
psychology; they cannot emerge as the independent
principles of a science. Science, under all circumstances,
is an affair of the intellect, and the other psychological
functions are submitted to it in the form of objects. The
intellect is sovereign of the scientific realm, But it is
another matter when science steps across into the realm
of practical application. The intellect, which was formerly
king, is now merely a resource, a scientifically perfected
instrument it is true, but still only an implement—no more
the aim itself, but merely a condition. The intellect, and
with it science, is now placed at the service of creative
power and purpose. Yet this is still" psychology " although
no longer science: it is a psychology in a wider meaning
of the word, a psychological activity ol a creative nature,
in which creative phantasy is given priority. Instead of
using the term "creative phantasy", it would be just as
true to say, that in a practical psychology of this kind the
leading r61e is given to Ufa for on the one hand, it is
undoubtedly phantasy, procreating and productive, which
uses science as a resource, but on the other, it is the
manifold demands of external reality which prompt the -

